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. Slafe of California rt 

Departmen! of Corrections and Rehabilitation 

f^ernorsndurn ' 

Daie: April 21 ,2008 

«S°S Mm CSP - L ° S **- County 



To. 

Subject 



This document is deemed confidential per California Code nf 
Regulations (CCR) Title 15, Section 3321 (a) ) & %) f^al 

7° rt ' W diVUl9inS ^ inflation wo ,d 
endanger the sarety of persons and jeopardize the safetv anH 

^currtyoftheinstitution. Divulging this informal to the 
inmates named m this report would identify the informants to 

™ s S reZ a ! eS | a H d P ' aCe thS Safety °^he informal danger 

Sf,fTSS™^ Tf ti0n Unknown t0 the infQr ™nts and 
as this information is used to gauge the credibility of the 

^ informants. This cannot be divulged to the informants without 
compromising institutional security. °™nis without 

On 3-12-06 inmate Gray was taken before inr tn u 

cue to the ,act that there were several items that were in 
questionior reliability being used to JESSES Gray from 

reSteT m ? 6 ,lemS nad been Piously used and were 
rejected. Memorandum dated April 30. 1987 is no lonaer 7 
tor validation as stated in a memo d*ted H ° ia^f, US9d 

a^S n 1 C ° UnSel0r ' fCC,) Sw ^rmgen^exhM #1 
il™ ' my feSearCh ' disc ^ered that several of the 
nfonriants were no longer wards of the state so I couldn't 

uesi: M m t0 Ch f ' the Va "' dity ° f the memorandums in 

Ihanteht ™ m0r f andums Sh ° M mt be used as information to 
change h s status from inactive to active. Some of these item, 

are over 15 years old. The question at hand ™h at since inmat. 
Grey was reJea d jmo the generaJ n O^wnoe inmate 

2000 as an inactive "BGF" associate dees any of the current 
memorandums warrants changing his status 
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History Inmate b-ray was ptetjpc in Admin!sfr2i^ 
or June 14, 1959 oendin^Bsiigation inyj his suspected 
assacianon with the J1 BGF"(see exhibit #2), juns 16 1 dHHwas 
the tearing officer's recommendati on tha i innate Sraybt 
rsfeased ; because the- was not erfl| information tc ./afidaie 
to. On August 1,1983 inmate Gray was validated as a 

"associate of the "BSF. In this same year I discovered 
b was a debriefing of a "B3F" associate stating that 
i.nma-e Gray was trie leader of the disruptive grojp cafjsd "415" 
arris "BGP J associate. Gray could not be a "SGF" associate snd 
''^^pder at the same tine. It is irje thai 1J 4 1 5' ! did adnpt 
s:^W Si's bs;ie:s from the JI 3GF 11 but not in it J s entirety 
otherwise these two groups would have never been at odds with 
each other. In this debriefing date i^yy^n^^ gave a j j£f 
of 31 members, crcpDUts, or assooHBHMHIi in the list is " 
inmate Gray found. There is just a small jnsBrtim in the hnrv nf 
ferepon-naming inmate Gray (see exnibit #3). In anothfllH 
debating dated February 25, 19S0 it was stated by the 
informal that mmate Gray was s "BGF" sleeper and JC 415 H snot 

^ lic :; 0r J|MB in he can cnf >' b - ^ o; the other On Way ' 
27, 1962 tl^Ws another innate debriefing and ft was this time 
VMjte 1 inmate Gray was e ranking msrnber of tne "A 1 5" a 

SBfflfRB be exact. : h\s informant was an admifed JF 41£ J -' 
member with the rank of s "2 iieuig^^^ee exibii #4). AJi of 



mis information was deemed reiia^^M it was never used \q 
change me W BSF label that inmate Gray had already been 
given. Daring this time only inmates thai were either a member 
o; associate of s Known prison ga^^^^ J5 lacked up ana 
given indeterminate SHU farms. lH Gray was indeed a 
'"41 5 W member woujd have never been placed in 

Aministrative sW^thn. The "415* gang is considered a 
disruptve group because it did net originate inside the prison 
walls Jn 'W/^ . wus discovered thai or? August 1,1989 
when mmflWfl^ was given a Jock up prate eMing that he was 
a wali£jat0d rr BGF f memos: or associate there was two 
mamorarrdyrns placed in his fife after tne fad. These two 
memorandums were dated August 2, 1589 and August 3, 1B6®, 
On Apifl 17 s 2008 I was abie lo locate inmate Coivin (C5101DJ 
using tne "OBIS" system bul discovered (hat ifimatf Hobbs was 
disdrajged, Bcih innate Calvin ana Hobbs are Inked :o 
mencrandum dated August 2, 198ft J celled California Men's- ' 
Coteny and ssoke with inmate Colvin. 



interview (sj Result: In- this interview inmate — ^ 

several things thai compromised the statements given ir\he 
memorandum dstad August 2, 1985, inmate said thai he 

was indeed housed at CCf in 138S. That he did have a estimate 



"by the name o f 
memorandum. Inmate 



who is the H:;a! informani of 
stated thai ne arte 



this 



were 



oalfnafesfora short period of time. If was no more than two 



months. 



admitte: thai he was an ex-drug user and that he 

aic : test positive for marijuana after a family visit jn 1 989 was 
never saugm ssllfng drugs no; did ho ever owe money tc an vone 



as a result of his admitted drug use. Inmate explained 
"thai he has only one enemy wh s is CLT rsmk' housed~in CTF~" 
Scledad, Jn this memorandum mms ^ 4 



be moved from 



to avoid 



siates fftat he wanted 
m involvement innate 



goes on tc say that he and v/.3r~ separate 



resulofhim 

cellmate Dy the name of 

h 



ways as 



i^^M) requesting to be housed with an Did 




Whan I ssKed inmate^— 
eKnsw of inmate Ricky Gray or "Red 1 he stated, W 1 Sinoe 
^■didn't know inmate Gray who was the subiecf of interest 
tnere was no r.eed to continue this interview. I iaier spo^to ' 



inmate ^. _ _ 

collaborate th 
23,1959 innate _ 
family visit. Inrnste 



's CCf Knse r who checked his censral file to 



me. On June 



^nation f] at inmate 

tesi positive for marl -a - = ^tt er n<s 

never been ir a gang nor nad any 

with one. In further review of this mem^andum 
mere is a stamped notation at the bottom stating that tne 
document does ncl meet the validation requirements established 
in CCR Tiie 15 Section 3373 dated May 3, 1996, [See attach-d 
exhibit #5). ' * u 



This interview i& }us\ the firs* exa/Tipic of how the evidence used 
agaral inmate Gray Is compromised of conjecture, second hand ' 
express icr. assumptions, frivolous statements, incomplete 
documentation, and a bJafa.nf lack ofs thorough investigation 



On November 1, 2000, the Departmental Review Boara 
declared innr,ate Gray to be an inactive BGF member and 
releasee' him into general population under CCR nle334l,5 (c) 
(5). He was transferred 1o California Corrections' Instjturjon^CCJ') 
teveWVB on December 28, 2000 far s twelve (12) month review,' 
, he observation period ended on Deeem&er 29, 2001 . Wnen he 
appealed before the Classification Services Representative 
(CSR) no action was laker due lo new information that had been 
placed in his confidential file dated August 9, 20D1 two 
cornasrtiaj ICDC-T2@to's on May 3. 20D1, and memo dated May 
31 2001. Upon this information being investigated by the 
internal Gang Investigation {O} unit, if was determined that The 
informs ton was not sign iff cam enough to change inmate Gray's 
statjs to active from inactive. 



Jnter^iewfs^esulte: On March 24, 2006 I was aole to contac 4 
nir.aie ^^^^^ at Jro.nwooa Slate Prison and I was able to 
conduct an interview with him over the telephone. This interview 
was ir regards to a confidential memorandum date May 3, 2001. 
inmate stated that he did recaii two inmates housed at 
Tehachapr at the time -in question. One was a "M AC" C hairman 
and the ohs- worked a job in industries, inmate staiec 
thai he did not Know them personally nor had he ever 2sso^a<ed 
wi!h the ^- 4 e did however state that he heard that th ev h ad 
done time at Pefcan Bay Stale Prison inmate |H stated th*< 
he r.as never been in a gang nor has anyone ever triad to :&zru>: 
him to be a "BGF" member. At tn/s particular time inmate 
hcQ a cellmate with the lasi name ■ [CDC # unknown) anc^Te 
was unaware if anyone had tried to recruit him Jnmaie ^jjjg 
doss no: recel,' either of the officers who are the authors of this 
memorandum nor having a conversion tftth anyone in regards 
:d -ecrjjtlng for the "BGF" p rison g ang, Thrs memorandum was 
made confidential to inmate and he did not sign any 
pppumenl conferring that he gave a statement similar tc this It 
is rot feir \z assume that inmafs Gray C 32622 is the susoect in 
question since there wore two inmale Gray '$ present a I this 
time. Both inmate Gray's did serve fims in the" SHU at Fefi-an 
Bay Slate Prison and were transferred lo Tehachapj as inactive 
"BGr 1 members or associates. This information was not 
tbemughiy inve&ljgaled and should fiavs never been used as a 
validation item. 



'-'" April 2, 2006 I contacted inmate^^^H^ California 

MjUfioral Prison. Te.nechapi and SHffi^^™ 
the telephone, inmate Bjfstated that he didnt know an 
|"™L te *» name of Riclcy Gray or "RED' . inmate ■ ,., 3 

merrber of the ctsruprrve group known as "Crips*. In the 
comdental CDC < 28-B there is a siaiems.it given by inmate 1 

»hs'* he is saying, "ffs that one from the bay'* 7hi«= 
s.alement is vague and doesn't loentlfy inirate Gray in the i 
^jjguntfl ! cieady st3t es that staff made the asm'on that 
(jmafc was rererr.-ng to inmate Gray C32S22 inmat- 

also refused to s.gr any document to affirm his 
statements. 



f didn't need to interview inmate , n ~^ inr t _ 

memorandum dated May 31 20r*Hff!PH^ " l!T 

Grsv was e9 ; n ♦ ■,, u memorandum innate 

oray was saio to oe illegally corresponding with nmai= HM 

his was not true because inmate Grey wen: through thSSEr 

x. ex^o | nm£te Gray was approve to correspond witn 
nmate for. one time. . Inmate Gray did not write th- J-JJ? 

thatwas intercepted and being used as a validation item" Inmate 
■ "™ te tns ' s *f r ™t he chose to send the Jeter to inm S 
Gray wa third party. In the syn opsis th e author makes JfcJrf 
assumptions as to what inmale -ould n^-ihufC. 

£S ex ? bit #7; - hmat - w3 iS Sg SiS 

d ; d he participate in any gang activity by receiving th= letter » 
should aiso be noted that inmatecl Lbmm^a 60 ater h- 
tneo tc correspond with inmate in a D , ior 2™ J Jl" 

22/ be e,fhsr a dr °p ou! of rhe s roup, 

?r° r "? 6Ven 3 mSrr,ber ° f 3 3 rou P < se2 ex.hibit # 8, 
:' ' <f ^yhas stated that he h 5£ not corresponded witn ' 
nmate i_ - - parte jlar time, nor was he ever given a 
115 ,n regards to this issue. This memorandum is full o< 
assumptions and was not thorough investigated 



On April 1 2D0S I contacted inmate in regards to his 

deblfeRng {memorandum 4-17-02), In my interview with inmate 

he informed me that he did know of inmate Gray, 
Inmate^^H recalled inmate Gray bein^Mhe SHU at 
Pei:car^!a^j!n hin in "957. Inmate ^^^H did not 
personally associate wrtn inmate Gray because (hey ware 
noised in different sections o f the SHJ.^ He wouti^ntysee 
inrraie Gray ir passing and at that time innate ^^^H's 
CG !!th:^ ^^■^^■■(£££ unknown) knew inmate Gray. 
At no tim^e^n ma^e^^ ^M and :nma:e Gray sve; 
cellmates. Inmate^^H oniyknew about inmateG ray 
through association of inmate Inmate ^^^H stated 

bat he paroled In 1997. He has not neart abojl nor seen 
inn-ate Gray since then, inmate ^^^■was re-insarceratec in 
> 905 for a parole vio lation. In the memorandum fbe author wrote 
:ha( Erin-,3teHjjj^B stayed in contact with several "BGF n 
memoes anc sent them quarterly package^nnate Gray was 
natned among the list of inmates, Inmate ^^^H staled that 
he never sen: inmate G^y nor anyone else packages. 



in this interview fflb Siear that any information that inmaie 
■I^H might have stated would be considered heresy based 
on the fsdt that ne didn't personally knowo^ommunicate with 
jnrr;ate Gray. At the time that inmate ^^^H Debriefed the 
activity was' over six years Qtd. According to OCR rule 3341 ,5[c) t 
{5; once an inmate is released into genera! population they have 
to remain free from any involvement of gang activity for a 
minimum of six years. 'Inmate Gray was not released by the DBR 
until November \ , 2D0D. This information is very contradicting 
and should lis! be used as an item of validation, At this particular 
time the activfly allegedly took place inmate Gray was currently 
in the SHU at Pelican Bay. 



■ 



On March 20, 2005 ! was able tc locate innate 
at Calipatria State Prison- ! sooke to inmate on the 

pnone very brief beforehe terminated our conversation ~nl onV 
statement inmate gave was as fohows, " j already said 

what I r»ad to say so ro rather not talK abojt i: anymore plus Lt 
Maldcnaao toid me that my papers might be fio at.no out n n the' 
yard. < his concluded my Interview with inmate | h £ 

to cordurjtaninj/Bstigation using some o' the infcTHSthat 
inmate ^^^Jprovi ded in the memorandum, In the 
memorandum irrrate ^^^steled that .nmateHM 

was lo be conspiring wi th .nmate Grav to introduce 
n^^cs into the prison, fnmaie^^^ S ia:sd that innate 
■P, was tD bn:i 9 the drugs inTrrougP veiling, inmate Grav 
wojldn t go to visits because he felt th at staff w ould b= wat-hiro 
nn\ Irrrate Gray was to send innate ^H's wife money in 
tne sum o. 2,500 dollars tD purchase drjas and provide 
transportation. 

On April 1, 200S I contacted inmate ^^^■:o ask him a 

few questions about ir^teGray anc what if anv association he 
had with him. Inmate ^■statec that he did Know innate 

ay and thai they were going to start a t-shirt business on the 
outside but rt never feermrough. A lady whose name- he couldn't 
rsoaL was helping them set if u p Sne li ved somewhere in 
Moreno Valiey. i asked inmate M| if ne went on visits while 
ai uentineia and if he ever saw inmc; s Grey there too. Inmate 
replieo yes- but thai he lost his visiting privileges and got them 
back a-omd August or September of 2004. Inmate Gray 
provided me with cony of his visiting record whiie at Centheia 
■ see exhtetm. [nmate Gray had severe; visits during this tim* 
inmste stated that his wife haa a car and that inmate 

Gray never sent his wife money for transportation or to buy 
drugs. On April 3,2005 I called inmate trust accounts and spok- 
to Mary, I asked her to pull up inmate Grey s records C23622 

a ?i 'i lUere w as a nash with drawal sent out in the amount 
it :*°to*tosW^^ or anyone. Mary did not see 
*ny amount of z,520 being sent to anyone. Wary statea mat t- 
recorcs went back to March 200 5. Mary did state that tber- 
■wre 3,500 sent tc a in December 2004 and 1 500 

f n n - ' n ( J f U3 7 2005{ See exhibit #10). It was also noted tha< 
^,000 dollars was returned for an E-trade account that inmate 
bray W2S trying to purchase. 



The author o f this memo randum Lt. Maidonaoo wrote that ns 
ined tc locate ^Hj^l and was unsuccessful. The address 
*«at inT.ate Grav mailed the money to was 215 &, Acacia 
Compton Ca 9Q22C, This is a place of business at this time it 
was called gquipois* Children services, Lt. Maidonaco also 
stated that he could not locate the business either. 

On March 1 8, 2006 I contacted ^^^B - 1 ' h^r eel: phone at 

Inmate Gray provided this number. ) asKei Ms 
did she know i nmate Gray aid what was her association - 

withMZLi^^^B stated thai she me3t inmat5 3ray When haT 
son ^^■jj^fmd Gray were cellmates about 2 years ago. I 

asksffie nnnmS e Gray nad ever sent her money and what was 
t: for Ms. stated "yes" ne sent her 5.000 dollars total and it 

was to take care of things like special purchases, packages, gifts 
far family members, pay bills lite storages, rent ana telephone 
Dills court fees and other miscellaneous stuff (see exhibit #11). 
She stated that Inmate Gray was very particular about every 
aenny and that is why she had to give nim an iiemized list of how 
the money was spent, She said that Gray was having problems 
with his family members and he didn't trust the.T mh bis money 
because theyburned him bsfore She was lust helping -mm out of 
the Kindness of her heat. She stated tnat tnere was never 
anything illegal done with the money and tnat sns would never 
co anything to jeopardize her freedom or ne.r not being able to 
visit with her son. i asked her where did inmate Gray send the 
money to and she stated to her j ob. I as ked her where was her 
\oo ard what was the name. Ms stated that it was Jcoaied . 
at|H Acacia Compton Ca. 90200. The r^ame is Shields for 
-amilies inc. out it used to be called Equipoise Cnild-en Services 
trie name changed a couple years ago because another 
ccmaanv took over I then asked her wh at her supervisors name 
was and she told jve^^^^^^M This concluded my 
interview with Ms ^^^Tw\bjcF2^2006 I called information 
and asked for the number to Sh:.eldsf^am^s locatec in 
Conpton Ca. The number was ^^^^^H I thej^^^ 
immediately dialec the n umber ard asked to spoak io^^H 
^^^^ 1 aakec Ms . I^^^H if she had an employee uy 
the name of ^■^■anc how long has she been employed 
there. Ms Henderson said, "yes" and that she had been 
employee there for about ten years. 



' asked Ms.^^J^^if the business was ever under arcther 
name and sne saic," yes l: it used to be caLed Equipoise Children 
Services and lhat it changed a few years ago cue to new 
management I then called information once again, this time 
asking for the Compton Fire Depart ment J oca tec al 21 C S. 
Acacia, i he number that I pot w as 5 dialed this 

njm^er and spoke Id . ss^ed Ms. # f^ey were 

seated on S. Acacia and she staled, "yes" ! then asksd her if 
there was a business called "Shielcsfor Families inc. in tne 
area. She stated, " v es a CDupie of buildings down from us". I 
asked her if she -ecalled it ever being ca lled something etse and 

"yes". Inmate Hl alsD stated that inmate 

ladmittsd Id him that he was a sleeper Jf BGF" anc 

;nmate G r ay. 





On April 2, 2005 I CQ^antec inmaie^^and this is what he 
had 10 say. Inrnale^| stated that ne die know inmate Gray, 
but has no knowledg^rfhim being a "B GF" s.s epe:- and hs 
never tod innate this, innate ^■states that he is a 
devote Mjsiims and that over his 2^ears of incarceration re 
has neve' beer in 3 gang. Innate said {.hat he would 
occasionally lafk to inmate Gray and some other guys that were 
around the same age as him because ths: was something that 
they nad in common, )nmate^^(d;d recall inmate fe lling h im 
thai staff was constantly ir/h^Mabel him as a "BGF'. 
BJS^ecalts that Gray was ve ry knowled geable about the law, 
^^|also siaiec that in mate was a known snitch and 

was wanted for some foul stuff he did with h)s ow n nana 
"Raymond Street Crips". He believes that inmate ^H^l 
started a iot of the "BGF" talk (0 take th e focus off of him and so 
he could get off of tne main fine, also stated that Lt. 

Majdonaqo nari him under investigation toe for "5G-F" activity. 
^Iwas releasee and is not labeled as a "BGF" or associate. 
This particular memorandum was not thoroughly investigated - 
and Ft is M of coniecijres, second hand expression, and 
assumptions. Let it be noted that on a CDC610 form dated 7-22- 
04 oy 20 1 M.J'akara there are two pieces of information dated 4- 

and 4-7-C4. On 12-15-04 it was documented on a 123G 
that inmate Grey's case was being referred to the CSR for 
transfer review. This action was postponed because there was 
canffdentia." memorandum 9-8-C4. This r.ad to be evaluated by 
iGl. The 12SG didn't mention any memorandum dated June 15 

2004, 
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This seemed suspicious ro inmate G-ay and he questions as to 
*nv ,1 j.d not shaw jp in his central file unti' 3 vsar later On 
June 2. 20Dd CC| p !acer>oia gave inmate Gray a copy of his 

<3-Q5 S-15-05 ; 4-2:^-04 anc 4-7-04, Inmate Gray received a 
second copy with the 8-15-04 being chanflsd to 6-15-04 statina 
thai 11 was ar error (see exhibit # 121 

Or Marcr. 20, 20D6 ! contacted inmate ^^^H = n re aard« 

to memorandum June 1 5, 2004 nnatl^Bfggfthat h%. f - st 

came across inmate Gray whjje ai Tenachaci, He b S |i=ve= That 
nritas Gray was a Lifer Chairman a; tnat time, inmate 
cidnf have any association with Gray ai the time and it w~ 
Mill people sorted to talk about G-ay ai Centime that he 
fWjjibered that Gray was that same guy ai Tenachapi. Inmate 
Heated inat hs was 3 Muslim and he often did voluntary 

rZt 31 '?t h Cha?e; - ; ™ ate 3 ducted Program 

clsrk and had access to the copy machine. Inmate 

told -vas 3^F matertal. Gray siso asked him to oopy some 
,epal cases and^articulgr case that , nma te was involved' in 
on the streets. B^ates thai he never made any eopi-s for 
u=ray anc that Gray sentother inma tes to S : the co^e* made 
Dneoetns 3n inmate ssssHii 



Inmate 



. assse ■ s 3 id that he never 

witnessed inmate G-ay ar.end any Muslim services bui h« did 
see nim near the snaps, on a couple of occasions, it was a' sa 
tna: inmate Gray was a known heroin deaser Inmate 
■M^d that he say inmate Gray assccate with everyone on 
Jie yard even the wn/te boys. Inmate BHeaid tha J inmate 
Gray once tried to give him marfcuana EuThe toid him that he 
outnt inoulge and he declined his offer. Other inmates told^M 

^jfas 60 F . At nc time dia mnste Gray !ry io recruit inmat- 
MM dl-, he assertedtJaJ ne was going to bases on what other 

^ ■lUHl^HijH sur ' sd that bec ^ss inmate 
J 7' were seen talking by the 

center re^on the yard may were conduct/no "53F" meetings 
Inmate H never neard anything that was said so he :s clearly 
JB^mingTjust because inmate Gray asked him to make copies 
S3T,e newspaper artcjes does not make him a "BGF' 
mepoer. If inmate H was a Muslim now did he know so 
mush abouf 'B3F"3c:lv,ly? This memorandum is full of ocirvons 
a. d . teresy. If anything inmate Gray should have been undr-r 
investigation for drug deaiing instead of "BGF" activity. '. 



in a memorandum aatsd September 8, 2004 inmate 
was discovered with a legal transcript with several vaBS? 
members or associates of "B3F", "NF', and "NS". Among the 
lis: 3i names was inmate GrayC3262Z Inmate Gray advisee 
me that in 1998 he and inma;el Hwers cellmates This 
wouici explain him having his name ana CDC number inmate 
Gray also stated tnat he requested that they be separated and 
.nrnats Gray remains singie ce'i because he was soon up for 
review and didn't want to be involved in any trouble Wh=r a ceJI 
search was conducted of their eel' some contraband was" 
discovered. They both received a 1 1 £ for it nut later on inmate 
aomitied that the contraband was his and that inmate 
>ray was unaware of it being in the celJ. inmate Gray shcuid 
not be held accountable for soneonelse possessing nis name it 
a-jcuto be taken into sonsieeration that inmate Gray was serving 
a faHU term tn 19SB and o.nce this piece of information was 
ciscovered it was six years old. 

On August 5,2004 the IGI confiscated inmate Grays books a 

^S^SSS?^ th3t thS5C itSrnS WBW ™= and "«ter 
t,CR . ule 3-^06-302(9} ano penal code 2601 The IGI was und-r 

the impression that inmate Gray was using the material to recruit 

new members for the "B3F". Jnmato-Grav was given both a 

J™ a nd verba! warning concerning this matte; (CCR rule 

-^a), (1), (2). Inmate Gray was under the impression that he 

would be in violator if he were discovered with these ferns 

33a;n. Inmate Gray was given the opportunity to send the itsms 

home, whicn he did. At no time was inmate Gray given a 11 5 in 

regards to possessing this contraband. Inmate Gray does not 

understand why these items are being used to validate him now 

He was never informed that he was in violation for possess inq 

tnem. Inmate G-ay stated that he has had these very same 

rZfZf^V*" yearS - 0r DftcerTli > er 1 8. an appeal with 
105 SN-00-0176 {Fol} reimbursed inmate Gray for these same 

items because they were lost when staff packaged his property 

(see exhibit #13). Inmate Gray won this appeal oecause ,t was 

noted on his property log sheet thai he received these in 

photocopy form while at Pelican Bay State prison, in male Gray 

nas been released from there for six years now. Inmate G -ay 

found a similar case involving an inmate that sued the Warden 

ana the Correctional Commissioner. The inmate sued on tne 

grounos that he was locked up in ADSEG for noving politic 

papers and puffing his thoughts or ideals on p3 -a r * 



The lock up order didn't support that he was publishing nor 
distributing the inflammatory papers for gang activity (see exhibit 
#14 Larkin vs. Oswald). To punish inmate Gray because of his 
choice of reading materia! and knowledge violates CCR rule 
3004(a) (c). Inmate Gray has never been found guilty of 
distributing any of his reading material. Various college 
professors and literary artist have studied this type of material 
Inmate Gray stated that he had literature about Adoiph Hitler ' 
now you wouldn't presume that he was a fascist because of this. 

In a 128B chronicle dated May 12, 2005 authored by J.S. Hill it 
was clearly stated that inmate Gray could not posses his 
personal telephone book. Inmate Gray's phone book was 
confiscated, investigated, photocopied and placed into his 
central file. This phone book is considered contraband because 
it has various names and CDC numbers of validated members or 
associates of gangs. It was stated that if inmate Gray were 
discovered to have this book in his possession again it would 
constitute a direct link to validate him as a "BGF" member 
Inmate Gray was already validated as "BGF", This same phone 
book was confiscated, investigated, and photocopied on October 
30, 2004. At this particular time inmate Gray was given the 
phone.book.back. Inmate .Gray_was. not. giv.ema 115 in regards 
to this phone book nor was he told then that it was contraband 
Inmate Gray says that he acquirered the information in that 
phone.book over his many years of incarceration. Inmate Gray 
is known as a 'legal beagle 1 and has helped a lot of inmates with 
their legal matters in the past and in the present time. Inmate 
Gray states that the reason it has what appears to be validated 
gang members is because a lot of them were in the SHU at 
Pelican Bay with him, It shoufd also be noted that the phone 
book has names of family members and friends on the outside, 

According to case Jaw Zimmerlee vs, Keeney confidential 
information must be reliable. It must include (1) when the source 
has previously provided information to be true; (2) when the 
information is self incriminating; and (3) when more than one 
source independently provides the same information 15 CCR 
Sections 3321 (c). One aspect of reliability that is not explicitly 
covered by CDC rules is that the source of the information must 
have first hand knowledge of the charged prisoner's involvement 
in the alleged misconduct. (See Cato v. Rushen, supra). 



Ali of these memorandums do not meal the requirements in one 
way 0' the other and shouid have not been used to validate 
inmate Gray. In the memoranaum dated 7-24-04 the authom. 
Maldonado appears to be leading tne informant ir^^te ^^(lo 
answer auesrions tne way he would like. Inmate ^^|neve: 
states that he saw inma-|3rav involved in any "BGF 1 activity, h 
my interview with innate J^^-t; contradicts just aroul 
everything that he stated uHne original interview. There is a 
Tiemorandjm dated 6-13-05 and in it it's implied that inmate 
3 ray was found to have marijuana in his possession. The trutn 
of the natter was thai he didn't have marijuana and stan tried to 
cohere another inmate to stale that inmate Gray did. !_:. 
Martinez fojnd inmate Gray not guilty for a refusal to a urine test, 
yet Li Majdonado try's to use^hyef jsal to take a urine test 
and the statement of inmate ^^|ac^N:s'. inmate Gray. Inmate 
^^|dld not sign the memorandum conferring It's truth, 
however he did sign an affidavit explaining what he Knew to be 
true in regards to inmate Gray being charged with possession of 
drugs and being invoked in gang activity (See exhibit #1 5). 
All of the memorandums need to be thoroughly investigated. 

Recommendations; tt is my recommendation that inmate 
Gray s status remain inactive, inmate Gray appears to be sincere 
in his wanting to-program in general. population. . Inmate Gray has 
not had any disciplinarians in quite some time, inmate G*ay 
does no: have a problem in following rules on-e he is aware of 
thsm, In my research { found a lot of discrepancies in the paper 
trail that seems to follow inmete Gray, Inmate Gray was not 
givsn the opportunity to present his case unii! now and has been 
continuously under scrutiny because of it 

D. IV. WALTON 
Cor-gctiona 1 Officer 
CSP-Los Angeles County 



